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AFTER FINAL RESPONSE 


Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sir: 

Applicants would like to thank Examiner Mahatan and Primary Examiner 
Marschel for the interview on January 5, 2005. In particular, Applicants are grateful for 
the opportunity to discuss the distinctions between the pending claims (1-32 and 39-43) 
and the teachings of the 6,727,071 patent, which patent was relied on in the Office 
Action, mailed on June 16, 2004 as the basis for rejecting all pending claims under 35 
U.S.C. §§ 102(e) and 103. 

As indicated in the Interview Summary, which was mailed on January 12, 2005, 
the Examiners suggested that Applicant's Representative submit an "After Final" 
response to provide a record of certain distinctions between the claimed subject matter 
andthe teachings of the 6,727,071 patent as articulated by Applicant' s Representative 
during the Interview. In addition, this After Final Response includes those amendments 
submitted in the Response dated December 16, 2004, since the Office Communication 
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